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the following points: (i) that the Allies had been
the first to use poison gas, (2) that The Hague
Declaration only prohibited projectiles while the
German gas came from cylinders, (3) that the gas
used was not poisonous and did not inflict perma-
nent injury on those who inhaled it, (4) that it was
necessary for the Germans to use it.
The bitterness which the Allies felt at the use of
this method of warfare was increased by the feeling
that the Germans had deliberately broken a rule of
law which they themselves had taken a part in
framing. It is a sound instinct that makes people
realize that there is a radical distinction between
killing within the law and killing outside the law
which is murder.1 To keep the law is a form of
good faith, but the Germans have never recognized
that there is any duty to keep faith if this is against
the interests of their country. Hitler expressed this
view when he said that 'he could conclude any pact
and yet be ready to break it the next day in cold
blood if that was in the interests of the future
Germany'.2
In this instance breach of law and breach of
faith did not pay Germany because the Allies, as a
reprisal, used gas in their turn, and by the end of
the war it proved to be one of their most efficient
weapons*
1  It was for this reason that the Nazis attempted to prove that
the 'blood bath' of 1934 was legal on the ground that Hitler, as
supreme law-giver, had decreed the death of his former associates.
Thus Professor Karl Schmitt wrote (The Times, July 28, 1934):
" The Fiihrer in virtue of his leadership protected the law from the
gravest abuse by directly creating law as supreme law lord."
2  See Oxford Pamphlet, No. 37^ War and Treaties, by Arnold
D. McNair, p. 9.